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i Lerious books on the in-
tternational trade in arma-
ments arce few enough in
«number, but fewest of all are
{those concerned with the -
growing Soviet military aid *
‘program. Thus, we should *
‘be thankful when two new
and readable books come
along that add to our lim. -

ited understanding of this ;

most important subject—’
even when one of them
costs $12.50. o

. Uri Ra’anan, professor of
international polities at the

-/ Diplomacy, in this well-docu-

J~Fletcher School of Law and |

~
©

- \negatiate

amented book, The USSR
‘Arms the Third World, ex-
‘amines in detall the motiva-
‘tions of and political mancu-
verings behind two large
!weapons deals: the Soviet-
!Egyptian arms agreement of
1955 and the Soviet-Indone-
sian arms arrangements of
1857-65.

According to Ra'anan, the |

Egyptian transaction ' was
agreed to in January, 1955
‘(not September of that year
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_THE USSR ARMS TIE THIRD WORLD = ™7 ") | 0" o o

~ Case Studies in Soviet Foreign Policy
. A.' " 'v:‘ » . . . R - - N
S ' Uri Ra’anan
B c | (MIT, 256 Bp., $12.80)
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“. . ARMS FOR ‘THE THIRD WORLD :7?
- Soviet Military Aid Diplomacy. . -~ ‘%
. Wynfred Joshua and Stephen P, Gibert,* -

© (Johns Hopkins, 169 pp., #6.98) .

Vel

Reviewed by George Thayer
_The reviewer is the author of The War Business.

and offset the Army's anti- ' S0me of ‘their matetial “al-|'without having additional
“Communist bias. None of Mmost verbatim from at lcast’ information, hoth pcrtinent}
this, however, kept Sukarno ;ON¢ document they them-'and unclassified (and com.!
i-and't-he PKI from drifting In sclves helped write under piled at taxpayer's expense),
. sympathy toward Peking, or ' contract to the US.. govern-;, heing denied general public
Flhe * Army from - revolling, \‘ ment, yet which they do not ' circulation, in this specific
xloki b Guk 4 feel obliged to acknowledge “case for nearly five years,

Icking ~oul Sukarno and , specifjcally (except for a particularly for what appear
using its Soviet weapons 1:jaguc passing remark in the vto he such unworthy rea-’

destray the PKIL. . reface) in clther the foot- sons. R

“Arms  for thé- Third, /notes or bibliography, The Thus, one comes away.

and Stephen P, Gibert cov-

as currently supposed), The '

author argucs that Nasser

went to Washington in the '

spring of that year not to
for American
arms but to test Western re-
‘action once the deal with
Moscow became known. So-

- tute, and Gibert is currently . tific

- Ald Program as a Reflectlon : that the work adds to our
the entire Soviet arms offen- - of Sovict Objectives,” and is ' limited knowledge of the
| sive rather than limiting it- dated June 24, 1965. It is an, topic, yet one senses at the'
self to specific case studies.-| unclassified Georgetown Re- same time that the free flow
! Joshua Is a specialist in po- - Search Project report writ- of information between gove'
 litical-military affairs for ten under contract to the ernment and citizen has suf-
the Stanford Research Insti- . Alr Force Office of Scien- fered still another blow.’
Research,  Messrs.. One Is also fortified in his

. assoclatle professor of gov- | Joshua and Gilbert were  concern that the general.

‘ers the broad spectrum of

viet and Egyptian lcaders op,;.ont at Georgetown Uni- ' two of the elght authorre.. public’s understanding of

were concerned that the
West would seek to over-
throw the government in

“much the same manner as, ;. ucn that (he Soviets pro-

the United States did in
+Guatemala a few months be-
‘fore., Nasser was also con-
£ vinced" that an arms dia
‘logue with the United States
“would not only soften up'
:the expected vehement reac~
{ tion but leave Washington

feeling vaguely culpable
(which, In effect, is what
happened).

¢ In contrast, the Soviet-In-~

‘donesian arms deal was en-'|glogy, at the moment of

into without either
tparty sufficiently analyzing
its  objectives. Moscow
armed the anti-Communist
Indonesian Army which, in
turn, alarmed the large and
powerful Indonesian Com-
munist Party, or PKI. The
}Sovlcts then provided weap-
tons to the Air Force and
Navy on the theory that
;theu two reconstituted serv-
tices would be pro-Moscow

! tered
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" versity, ' scarchers,
. The hook, more than any--f Copies of this unclassified ; bottom of any academic-bue
thing else, demolishes the | document. have been ex: :reaucratic ,scale. of impor-

. ’ tremel..v difficult to obtain ‘tance—even a subject as ;ig--;
' vide arms for any one single | ever since its publication. It nificant as the Soviet arms

World by Wynfred Joshua document in question is en-! from this book with ‘mixed:
~titled “The Soviet Military! feelings. There is no doubt.

e
(L

‘{)~ -—r_osp\u_,e«_) qu’n g‘-v‘eog
P~y k,gft-! S‘f“ad)knp.'

.t

o

T rt (Dol
dJ.DR—Y‘ Bu.s.vv\ésf

-any subject is rated at the.

. reason, Arms are provided ia‘ppears that severely re. ald offensive., .. i ne i 3

; In most cases to promote So- | Stricting the circulation of ™
viet power and prestige and | this report to a small eligue. e
to undercut the West, but ; of scholars and civil serv-: ~=. . .
they are also provided to ac- ' ants was from the beginning, . - .- .. »
quire base and flyover 'a conscious policy’ of both™ = . . - S
rights, to further “wars of: g:‘grclfg‘:'zmll::?i:m and- re- . ' :

" * .
;liberation” and to m‘uddyl) Two  possible  rcasons' .
the political waters. Some-. come to mind. First, there -
times arms are sold because  exists an academie snobbery, *
Y Moscow wants the gold. Ide-'"which equates a report's'

_ ) value in inverse proportion’
“ truth, is seldom if ever the' to the number of people
| paramount reason for giving who are allowed to read it." -
!arms to a nation, : Second, there also exists a, = o
'+ This book is marred by common conceit that first ' '
-the fact that the authors-trade publishing rights to
‘accept the popular miscon-' such publie information be.
ception that somehow Mos- long solely to the original’ . o :
! cow turned the 1067 Egyp- researchers themsleves. . co - s
tian defeat in the Six-Day  This point is ralsed only » - '
! War into “a major Soviet because our knowledge of: - ' = -
i victory,” More important, Soviet military ajd diplo\ L
| though, ' the authors'drawmacy is limited . enough. WLl
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